@(W&G E Open House Summary

BRI Qm]m. ~ October 9, 2002
Blaine School, 5:30t0 8:30 pm

Overview

Thefirst Magnolia Bridge Project Open House was held on October 9, 2002, from 5:30
to 8:30 PM &t the Blaine K-8 School in Magnolia. Stations were st up in the Blaine
School cafeteriato address the following topics (namesin parentheses are those who
manned each station):

= Higory of Magnolia Bridge (unmanned)

= Public involvement and common themes (Brad Hoff, Envirol ssues)

=  Urban design opportunities (Ledey Bain, Weingein Copeland; Stevan Johnson,
Johnson Architecture & Planning)

= Environmenta concerns (Richard Butler, Shapiro)

=  Trangportation and traffic (Don Samdahl, Mara)

= Route aignment input (Lamar Scott, Andrew Laski, KPFF)

Also in atendance from the project team were Kirk Jones (Seattle Department of
Trangportation Project Manager), Marybeth Turner (Seattle Department of
Transportation), Lee Holloway and Peter Smith (HNTB), and Sarah Brandt and Hadley
Greene (Envirolssues). Approximately 140 people signed in at the meeting, but it is
estimated that nearly 200 members of the public attended the open house.

Public input was gathered a the meeting in severa ways. (1) through discussons with
project team members, who took persona notes and kept lists of comments on large
notepads near their stations, (2) on large notepads, where the public wasinvited to
persondly write any comments or questions about the project, and (3) on comment forms
attached to the end of the informationa handout provided (meeting attendants were
invited to complete the comment form and leave it a the meeting or mail it in a alater
date). Approximately 30 comment forms were collected at the mesting.

The public expressed concern and interest in avariety of topics during the Open House.
Severd themes were mentioned repesatedly on the comment forms, on flipcharts, or
during discussions at the Open House. To avoid redundancy, substantive comments
collected at the Open House are summarized below. Following the generd summary are
brief descriptions of the nature of responses captured on the comment sheets (i.e., what
topics were emphasized in response to each question) and flipcharts. Attachments at the
end of this document provide verbatim responses from comment forms and the flipcharts.

General Summary

The following issues were raised during the open house during discussions with project
team members or listed on flipcharts or comment forms.
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K eep the bridge open during constr uction to maintain access to Magnolia
Minimize, to the extent possible, other impacts associated with congtruction of the
new fadlity.

Minimize localized impacts on Magnolia resdents and the community (eg.,
noise, interruptions in traffic flow and patterns, etc) by either maintaining the
current location of the bridge or creating a trangportation solution that adequately
disperses traffic throughout Magnolia (and does not disproportionately congest
smaller exigting roads or intersections). Additiona neighborhood impacts
highlighted included displacement of homes and residents, construction impacts,
aesthetic changes, and local impacts on businesses.

Maintain aesthetic qualities of the area (e.g., scenic views from the bridge,
attractive design of the current bridge, etc.), and do not impact existing view
corridors with the new facility.

Maintain Magnolia’s* community feel” by creating areplacement facility
aestheticaly and functionaly congruent with the neighborhood and community
vaues of Magnalia (e.g., safe, not a destination location, quiet, etc.). A tenson
exigts between those who want to increase access to Magnolia and commercia
establishments, and those who think that limited access is acceptable to ensure
Magnolia s neighborhood fed.

I mprove direct access between Elliott Bay Marina and the Magnolia Bridge.
Connection and access to the Elliott Bay Marina and waterfront is difficult — a
missed opportunity that many community members are excited about improving.

Create an at-grade access point to improve emer gency access. With only
three entrances to Magnolia, dl of which are bridges, accessto and from the
neighborhood during emergency Stuations can be difficult. The new facility
should provide improved emergency access to and from Magnolia, which might
best be achieved with aroute that remains on the surface to the extent possible.

Create afacility that continuesto funnd carstowards, and thus protects,
Magnolia Village businesses. Moving the bridge' s location could hurt Magnolia
businessesiif traffic is diverted € sewhere and convenient routes to the Village are
not maintained. This sentiment, while widdy voiced, was bdanced against some
commenters who warned againgt routing too many vehicles through the Village

and compromising the neighborly, pedestrian-friendly feds.

Alignment preferences varied consider ably, from those who support
maintaining a bridge in its current location (preserving the historic “gateway” to
Magnoliaand minimizing changesto loca commuite routes) to those who
expressed concerns more focused on the bridge s functiondity (e.g., provide
convenience, a direct route, multiple access points, etc.). Generd input
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encouraged the design of afacility that supports efficient, free-flowing treffic,
limits congestion, and precludes speeding. The public is sensitive about commute
times (do not lengthen them by moving the bridge too far north), maintaining
efficient access to southern and western Magnolia from the 157 Avenue/Elliott
Avenue corridor, and limiting traffic impacts on neighborhood streets not
designed to carry higher volumes.

Specific dignment possibilities included building a bridge in the same corridor,
extending a surface road aong the waterfront and connecting with 32" Avenue,
moving the bridge north and connecting to Thorndyke, or a combination of these
to develop afourth access point. Comments were a so submitted that opposed
each of these dignment suggestions.

Stay on target in terms of cost and schedule (do not spend the entire budget on
planning, studies, and consultants). Concern was a o raised about how funding
will be obtained (Magnoliaresident’s don't want to be disproportionately

burdened with higher taxes.)

Create a safer facility in terms of seismic events and landslides. Many
commenters are excited about creating anew bridge that greatly reduces potentia
disruptions caused by earthquakes and landdides, as well asimproves accessto
Magnolia Geologic and soil-gahility limitations were dso mentioned as primary
challenges for the project team to overcome.

Create afacility that is capable of linking with present and future multi-
modal transportation opportunities. Coordination with monorail, streetcar, and
other trangt opportunities, as well aswith bike and pedestrian paths, were often
mentioned as important factorsin project desgn.

Make the solution long-term and reliable. Do it right the first time!

Create a facility that will serve future (and asyet undefined) usesin the
uplands area. Future development of the areaiis not yet planned, but design of
the facility (to the extent possible) should not limit potentia development
scenarios.

Consder public input. Members of the public appreciate the chance to voice
their opinions (and be serioudy considered) prior to project team decisons. One
of the largest chalenges cited by several commenters was the ability of the
project team to reach consensus among disparate stakeholders, aswell asthe
ability to battle “not in my backyard” (NIMBY) attitudes.

Comment Sheet Specifics
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While the common themes expressed above were mentioned repeatedly on the comment
sheets, some points were emphasized more than others depending on the specific
question. Question-specific summaries are provided below.

What arethe three most important factors we should consder when designing a
replacement for the Magnolia Bridge?

A wide variety of important factors (nearly al of those mentioned in the generd
summary) were listed in response to this question. Most frequently mentioned factors
included maintaining access during congruction, minimizing neighborhood impacts, and
enhancing locd traffic flow. The public dso identified a variety of pecific dignment
preferences.

What excites you the most about replacing the Magnolia Bridge? What
opportunities exist?

The most frequently cited reason for excitement among responders was improving the
safety of the route in terms of seismic and landdide threats. Opportunitiesto create new
and innovative entrances to the community that would improve locd traffic flows and
access to Magnalia Village were dso listed as reasons for excitement. The public dso
noted its gppreciation for the opportunity to provide public input into project decisions.

Several community members aso expressed skepticism and negativity about the project,
voicing concern that impacts would be inconvenient and difficult to endure, and that the
new facility could change Magnolia s character. (As one responder noted, “It’s about as
exciting as a bad headache.”)

What are the most significant challengeswe will facein replacing the Magnolia
Bridge?

Many responses to this question focused on the challenge of reaching consensus among
project stakeholders. The opposition of residents with NIMBY  attitudes will also present
an obstacle to project success. Other frequently mentioned challenges included
minimizing impacts ated with congruction, the immediate neighborhood, and
traffic/congestion.

The Magnolia Bridge Project will be a successif:

A fairly even distribution of responses covered a variety of the main topics discussed in
the genera description. Particular emphasis was placed on meeting schedule, budget,
and project goals (without weighing one group’ s needs or protests more heavily than
others), improving locd traffic/travel patterns, and limiting neighborhood impects.

Additional comments:
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Most additional comments centered on each commenter’s persond preference for a
gpecific dignment option. Severd comments were phrased in the negative (i.e., “Don't
place the bridge here...”). Other topics mentioned included praise for public
involvement efforts, protection of Magnalia Village business interests, minimizing
neighborhood impacts, mitigating congtruction impacts, and cregting a safe facility.

Flipchart Summary

Many issues noted on flipcharts duplicated those conveyed on comment sheets. Common
issues recorded included:

Improving access to Elliott Bay Marinaand the loca waterfront
Protecting Magnolia Village business interests

Remedying landdide/seismic safety issues

Completing the project on time, on budget, and correctly the firg time
Minimizing neighborhood impacts

Considering aesthetic impacts and attractive design features
Fadilitating multi-moda trangt connections

Limiting congtruction impacts

Presarving loca community values

Providing emergency evacuation route(s)

Complying with environmenta regulations (particularly shoreline regulations
associated with the 32" Avenue waterfront dignmen).

Input recorded on flipcharts placed more emphasis than comment forms on the desire for
bike and pedestrian accommodeations, careful consideration of open space and park
resourcesin the area, and specific design and aignment requests and suggestions.
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Attachment A: Flipchart Notes

Common Themes, Pubic I nvolvement (Brad Hoff, Envir ol ssues)

Access to Marina (with two check marks)

Magnadlia Village lifdine

Pedestrian access to waterfront

Reduce speed after getting off bridge; must enforce the speed limit

Access to Magnolia from the water

Increased traffic patterns on 15" and Mercer accessto I-5

What will Port Commission do with the land if the bridge is relocated — if waterfront
hotels and large office space, accessis further congested

Improve saismic/landdide safety

Diffusetraffic asit “lands’ on Magnalia (with two check marks)

If anew bridge is congtructed, the design should represent Magnolid s historicd
architecture

Y ou have dready messed up entrance to the bridge with the Immunex flyover. There
are probably 50-60 cars that enter Magnoliafor every 1 car that goes to the now
reduced facility for Immunex. Driving anormal speed requires braking to make the
turn — evidence the barriers that are dready broken! What confidence do you ingtill
in Magnoliaresdents to do the job right? Where isthe money?

Want less freight going by resdentia areas

Views from bridge are not important and are potentially a safety hazard

Better sgnage — people are frequently lost

Bicycle improvements important

Viewsfrom bridge are key

Junction at 15™ is amess— needs to flow fredy

Explore parks space by land before bridge “ at top” on south side — maybe navy and
arport sgnd tower

Explore monorail parking under bridge

Pedestrian connection to bridge needs to be on the west side of BNSF tracks and
updated to include bike escort path

Think biking and pedesirian safety and easy access!!!

Include bike ramps (smooth paths aong the edge of stepsthat dlow cycliststo easly
walk their bikes up stairs) on pedestrian bridges

Connect bike lanes on bridge directly to bike path at Myrtle Edwards Park
Pro-ground leve routes Why build a bridge in a saismic-sendtive area when you
have an dternative route?

Where is the money going to come from?

Avoid impacting open spaces and parks (bluff, 32" waterfront access, greenbelts) at
al costss We do not need trangportation at aloss of parks.

Urban Design Opportunities (L edey Bain, Weinstein Copdand)

Keep access during construction
Why replace a bridge that you know is vulnerable? On avolatile hillsde?
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Speed at the west end of bridge is terrible and unsafe (three check marks)
Clise bypassisimportant so McGraw is pedestrian friendly

Consider access during construction

Congder “Y” at approach to Magnoliato split traffic

Use paved at-grade surface as temporary access to 23'%? or 2197

Congider “raving’ route past marina

Street pattern on Magnolia should be improved to match access

“Gateway” to Magnolia = exigting route = sense of place

Consder Olmsted Plan

Multiple connectiong/diffusion

Existing connection not necessary to reuse (3 check marks) — look at 23" or ravine or
Thorndyke

Address“ center of hill”

Ravine connection

Newton/23" access point affects many residences

Pedestrian/bike access at Galer Flyover (East end) from Queen Anne dope (in
future?) (2 check marks)

Bike access across 90/91 N, S, E, W (2 check marks)

More than 1 way off Magnoliaduring congtruction

Thorndyke connection affects many residences (2 check marks)

Flow onto 15" needs to be safer

Thorndyke not safe in current configuration

32"%ravine route is direct and gets to water — Beautiful (minimal impact) (4 check
marks)

Sope at east bluff aproblem

Wheder =" Straight shot”

Blaine'Thorndyke is a connection point

Evacuation route needed — earthquake safety

Multiple connections

Connect to business community

Ravine route raises shordine issues

23"YNewton affects residences

Connect Magnolia to waterfront — Smith Cove Park

Flyover to Ravine = least expensive?

Only 1 access (Garfield) that serve west Sde

Would the 32" route disrupt the character of the park above? And houses dong the
ravine?

People speed on the bridge and into Magnolia because they are frustrated waiting in
traffic on 15"/Elliott

Improve Pedestrian crossing on west Side of tracks

Consider use of fenced-off potentid viewpoint

Avoid impacts to parks/open space especidly waterfront access!

Consider more central connection to population (Central Thonrdyke)

Flyover congested
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Connections We' ve Heard (Lamar Scott, Andrew L aski, K PEF)

Has anyone considered atunnel under the railroad and implications?

Or water access to Magnolia— good evacuation plan if bridges fail because of
“likely” dope dippage or earthquake?

Pease congder traffic flow to thewest hill — current route dlows use of Clisevillage
bypass. Moving bridge entrance north may force traffic through McGraw, which
would make the village a thoroughfare

Stat on households please — we (Magnolia Historical Society) thinks it might be a
little different (more steedy ... new DCLU dlowable dendity in areas (many critical —
40% dope — not gicking to single resdence ided — (givervtaken to/from Magnaliain
Urban History Plan under Rice may be a case for stats being more “right” this decade
— Big? [I bdieve this commenter would like accurate household atistics and
populaion dendity information, and wants assurance that assumptions made about the
project and loca land uses will be based on correct information.]

Concerned that if replacement bridge moved too far north will disrupt village

business and make commute for west sde Magnoliamuch longer

32" s not agood place for traffic to merge onto — playfields, school — too many kids
crossing the street and school buses — not safe

Transportation (Don Samdahl, Mar ai)

What is the proportion of nonresidents on the bridge? (such as playfield users) —
Busnessiresdentid?

What are the accidents at the new ramp at Gaer St?

If the bridge is moved further north than present it will cause greater congestion with
the Dravus Street and Thorndyke Street traffic!

School bus use of bridge? — not supposed to use? Use new flyover.

Trangt routes

Connect to central Thorndyke — More center of Magnolia population; Lower
elevation — lower profile bridge

Environment (Richard Butler, Shapir o)

Thorndyke access — narrow sStreets to village problematic

32" Ave minimum impact compared to other routes

Natura sound barrier

Few residents on 32

32" ends up as a spoke to disperse traffic at south edge of village

Why not repair the bridge?

[Response to comment above] No! Millions have been [spent] to try — mother nature
will win.

Send bridge to centrd Thorndyke — more central to population

Lower level option has adverse impacts on shordline, including Smith Cove and Navy
land that may be incorporated into Smith Cove Park.
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= No lower leve shoreline road! — It'sabeautiful shordine and iswaked on during
low tided!

» Replace bridge with road going up the hill. Lowest cost and fagt.

»  EIS& shordineswill never go for 32", AH through shoreline ravine. Houses on
ravine would loveit, they been for sde

= Need to feed traffic to Village and to Magnolia Boulevard rather than using side
streets

= Absolutely no lower leve shordlineroad!!! Keep the bridge whereit is.

= Make our street better for kids! (28™")
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Attachment B: Comment Forms

Information from individua comment forms is recorded below verbatim. Horizontal
lines separate the contents of individual comment shests.

Three most important factors:

- Effident traffic digtribution into neighborhood

- Maintain access during congtruction

- Create new direct accessto marina
Exdtes/Opportunities:

- Earthquake/dide damage prevention

- Coordination with monorail and streetcar opportunities

- Accessto maina

Chalenges
- Maintaining access over current bridge during construction to help businesses and
commuters

- Environmentd impact if dternate route chosen
- Poor digribution of traffic into neighborhoods
Will be a successif:
- Itiswell designed, congtructed, and built on budget
- Condructionisnot dictated by "NIMBY™" attitude
- Increasesin traffic volume are incorporated in design for next 50 years

Three most important factors:
- Do not by-pass Magnalia Village
- Accessfrom Magnoliato the marina
- Emergency evacuation routes

Three most important factors:

- Residents have invested in their properties based on the current bridge locations,
traffic flows etc. The new bridge should be located as close as possible to the
current one and try to keep the same traffic flows.

- Keep the"neighborhood” fed of the overdl community--we know it is not aways
"easy" for othersto visit our area (that's OK).

Chalenges
- Digdlacement of homes
- Increased traffic on some roads
Will be a successif:
- Peoplesdriving routines/routes are changed as little as possible
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Three most important factors:
- Maintain current location and view / gateway to Magnolia
- Higoricd sgnificance of bridge location and Frederick Law Olmstead
- Concerns of Magnoliacommunity and sense of place
Excites/Opportunities.
- That the City/Port of Sesttle destroys a beautiful community with historical
sgnificance just for monetary gain and port access!! A crime.
Will be a successif:
- Staysin current location
- Maintain view while traveling up bridge
- Connection to village

Three most important factors:

- Cost

- Improve access to Magnolia business digtrict

- Timey completion

Excites/Opportunities.

- Current bridge is alife/safety hazard due to its design. New bridge should greetly
reduce potentia disruption from earthquake and landdide as well asimproving
access to Magnolia

Chalenges

- Reaching a community agreement on new bridge location thet is affordable,
improves access to and from the community and dlows completion in atimey
manner.

Will be a successif:

- Project complete on time and within budget

- Digruption to community is minimized

- Bridgeis earthquake and land dide resstant

Additiond:
- | favor the possible "marind’ route.

Three most important factors:
- Convenience
- Sofety
- Cost
Excites/Opportunities.
- Building asafer route into Magnolia
- Making it more convenient for busnesses in the Magnalia village
- Eader accessto the marina
Chalenges
- Cog, rdocation of people and their homes. And, of course, getting everyoneto
agreel! Much less, getting it done on time.
Will be a successif:
- All of the above are achieved.

Magnolia Bridge Project - Attachment B
Open House Comment Summary
10/9/02



Additiond:
- Marinaroad plan isfavored here.

Three most important factors:
- Impact on residences
- Impact onthe' village'
Excites/Opportunities.
- It'sabout as exciting as abad headache. If it must be done-- do it right the first
time. Don't spend dl the money on planning.
Challenges.
- Location-geep bluff, landfill aress, rall lines-- not to mention resdents outrage.
Will be a successif:
- It serves our needs--not the needs of contractors
Additiond:
- Useasmuch as possible of the existing bridge and build the part that must be
replaced where it now exists. We can stand allittle inconvenience for alifetime of
anew bridgein its EXISTING location.

Three most important factors:
- Effident traffic flow
- Minimize impact on existing community
- Connecting with present and future transit modes
Excites/Opportunities.
- Reducing traffic on residentid Streets
- Opportunity to extend Marinaroad to a connection with 32nd Ave, and thus a
direct, low impact route into the heart of Magnolia
Chalenges
- Over some status quo, change the NIMBY syndrome, convincing people that the
benefits outweigh the temporary troubles.
Will be a successif:
- It comescloseto meeting 1, 2 and 3 above.
Additiond:
- Thanksfor the preliminary work, for involving citizens, residents, business
interests, environmentaists, marina access, etc.

Three most important factors:

- Tréffic congestion

- Impact on Magnolia
ExcitesOpportunities:

- Build the bridge in the same location
Chalenges

- Do not disturb afirgt-class neighborhood
Will be a successif:
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- If any change doesn't disturb traffic patterns on Magnolia

Three most important factors:

- Mogt direct route

- Enough thoroughfares to serve dl destinations

- Do not negatively impact present structures
Excites/Opportunities.

- Moving to a permanent structure that compliments the gpproach to Magnolia
Chalenges

- Trdffic by-passed to handle 1/3 of traffic that presently used the present bridge
Will be a successif:

- It properly servesthe traffic needs

- Itisplessantly designed

- It servesthe Magnoliaand Interbay properties

Three most important factors:

- Trefficflow

- Cost
Chdlenges

- Maintain exiding traffic flow

- Bridge congruction in ungtable area
Will be a successif:

- Planning stage does not drag on

Three most important factors:

- Impact

- Long-term, reliable use
ExcitesOpportunities:

- 32nd would be the best route

- Itendsin aspoketo digoersetraffic in dl directions

- Lessneighborhood impact
Chalenges

- Keeping everyone happy

- Dedgning a successful route
Will be a successif:

-  Seeabove

| amin favor of GROUND LEVEL proposd. Why build a bridge in a seismic-sengtive
area when there are ground-level dternatives which would probably cost less to congtruct
and maintain?
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Three most important factors:
- Pleas= diminate the Magnolia Bridge "speedway”.
- Please desgn areplacement that says, "you are entering aresidentia
neighborhood".
- Please make sure the replacement will last along time.
Excites/Opportunities.
- Find anew route into Magnolia. Entry by way of the marina route will be good
for marina busnesses aswell as Magnaoliavillage.
Chalenges
- It'sredly big. Where doesdl the old concrete go? What about construction
noise?
Will be a successif:
- You find agreat dternate route
- Doitsoon
- Don't spend dl your money on consultants.
Additiond:
- Agan, please don't build afreeway for arrogant SUV drivers.

Newton is a complete neighborhood with alot of new construction. What about
Pymouth S.? "NOT Newton". Thank you.

Three most important factors:
- Do weredly need anew bridge vs. repair?
- Enhancement to Magnoalia, not a detriment
- Do not disrupt traffic during construction
Excites/Opportunities.
- Afradl amnot al that excited.
Chalenges
- Getting adesign people agree on
- Cost
- Limiting disruption
Will be a successif:
- It enhances the flow of treffic
- Doesnot add to commute time

Three most important factors:
- Effects on Magnaliavillage
- Don't lengthen commute by moving bridge too far north
- Congder putting fourth entry to Magnolia
Excites/Opportunities.
- Posshlefourth entry to Magnolia
Chalenges
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- Funding
- Traffic during congtruction period
Will be a successif:
- End result ismore sable
- Traffic patterns are improved or at least not disrupted
- Character of Magnoliais preserved

Three most important factors:

- Efficient access to the south sde from 15th (maintaining same route)

- Cost-dfective

- Dedgn--it should architecturaly/aestheticaly represent what Magnoliais about --
not ruin what is enjoyable about Magnoliaviews etc. ..

Excites/Opportunities.

- Tohave adructuraly sound way to come home. But, | am not excited by the
current proposals other than replacing the current bridge--especidly routing us
through Interbay. Magnolia surface streets | do not think can handle the |atter.

Chalenges
- Coming up with ajudtification of why we shouldn't just replace the ungtable
portion of the bridge with a new structure.
Will be asuccessif:
- Keepsefficient access for south-end residents
- Maintains"qudity of living issues’, |.e.: views, access, noise, beauty of entrance

Three most important factors:
- Accessto and from Magnoliavillage
- Tréffic congestion
- Easy accessfor dl the resdents on the east Side of Magnolia
Excites/Opportunities:
- Stahility of the bridge to withstand earthquakes
Chalenges
- BEveryonésdifferent ideas
- Leadt impact on Magnalia
- Lesst codt (our taxes are high enough, not everyone in Magnoliaisricht)
Will be a success if:
- Youleaveit whereit isand upgrade or build a new one there
Additiond:
- | would adamantly object to moving the new access dong the water--it would
take me three times longer to get to my home.
- | object to moving the bridge further north-- to increase congestion with Dravus
S
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Please examine closdy the interaction between the Clise by-pass and McGraw/village
traffic. Forcing west hill traffic down McGraw may hurt the village and make it
pedestrian un-friendly.

Three most important factors:
- Location, kegping in same southern vicinity
- View connection to Elliott Bay and downtown
- Bicydefriendly
Excites/Opportunities.
- Better accommodation for #2 and #3 above.
Chalenges
- Speed trangition from bridge to neighborhood
- Not disrupting the neighborhood where bridge lets out
- Aesheticaly pleasing structure
Will be a successif:
- Budget ismet
- View connections maintained/improved
- Way-finding isdear

Three important factors:

- Avoid neighborhood impacts in implementing plans (noise, detours, interruptions
to traffic flow)

- Improve ssismic/landdide safety

- Desgnfor free-flowing traffic with dternate routes available

Excite/Opportunities:

- Living right above the bridge and using it daily, | have been most concerned
about the impact of seismic activity on the safety of users. Top-of-the-line
engineering for safety and pleasing aesthetics excite me the most.

Chalenges

- Dravus needs work sinceit isinadequate for the amouth of traffic it dready
handles and is destined to handle in the future. Moreover, it isimportant to
preserve the peace and quiet of homeowners by maintaining its neighborhood
fed.

Will be a successif:

- Theview isnot marred by construction

- Theambience of the Magnolia community is preserved

- Thetraffic flow is safe, smooth, convenient throughout congtruction and
theresfter

Additiond:

- Implementing a plan that distances Magnalia resdents from unnecessary intrusion
of eye-sores, noisetraffic build-ups, and dide/seismic dangers is important to me
and no doubt to my neighbors.
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Three important factors:
- Keeping old bridge in operation to max extent while congtructing old one
- Maintaining efficient flow of traffic from 15th Ave
- Providing easy access to South end of Magnolia
- Protecting Magnolia business digtrict
Excites/Opportunities:
- Replacing old bridge beforeiit fals down.
Successtul if:
- Replacesold bridge
- Protects Magnolia Business Didtrict and maintains easy access to south Magnolia
- 15th Avetraffic is not impeded

Three important factors:
- Access from bridge entrance to West hill. Eagt hill accessis essy!
- Not forcing traffic down McGraw/Village to access West hill
- Easy accessfrom 15th - no new lights or longer commute
Excites/Opportunities.
- | likethe current bridge. Workswel. Only thing | would changeis Marina
access.
Chalenges.
- Managing traffic to the Wes hill
- Downtime- I'd rather go without a bridge for a year and have the current
dignment maintained than have an entrance moved north.
Successtul if:
- Current easy accessis maintained
-  Mainais ble
- Village stays pededtrian friendly - need to maintain use of Clise bypass

Three important factors.
- Current bridge remains open during construction
- Easeof access
- Do not route vehicles through the village
Excites/Opportunities.
- Improvetraffic flow
Chalenges
- Not to disrupt the "fed" of Magnolia- |.e., pedestrian-friendly village, main
traffic routes are not through residential streets
Successtul if:
- ltems1-3in thefirst question are met.
Additiond:
- Maintain easy access to west/south Magnolia
- Ensure current bridge remains open during construction
- Ensure entrance/exit to new bridge minimally impacts existing residentid streets
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Enforce speed limit of 30 MPH across the bridge. Between 29thand the blind curve
enforce the 25 MPH speed Signs.

Three important factors:

- Impact on the neighborhoods

- Direct (as possible) access to busness digtrict

- Keeping current access during re-design
Excites/Opportunities.

- It'sfear, not excitement

- Opportunity for Magnoliaresidents to input decisons that effect their daily lives

- Environmentdly and neighborhood friendly access via bridge
Challenges.

- Mesrting the concerns/ideas of Magnolia residents

- Costs

- Timeine to complete work

- Keeping access open
Successul if:

- It bypasses the neighborhoods

- Itisbuild near the current bridge, or

- Repair the current bridge
Additiond:

- Why not fix the bridge?
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